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PREFACE

This study was conducted as a part of the Acushnet River Estuary Engi-
neering Feasibility Study (EFS) of Alternatives for Dredging and Dredged Mate-
rial Disposal. The US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) performed the EFS for
the US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Region 1, as a component of
the comprehensive USEPA Feasibility Study for the New Bedford Harbor Superfund
Site, New Bedford, MA. This report, Report 2 of a series, was prepared at the
US Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station (WES) in cooperation with the
New England Division, USACE. Coordination and management support was provided
by the Omaha District, USACE, and dredging program coordination was provided
by the Dredging Division, USACE.

Project manager for the USEPA was Mr. Frank Ciavattieri. The
New England Division project managers were Messrs. Mark J. Otis and Alan
Randall., Omaha District project managers were Messrs. Kevin Mayberry and
William Bonneau. Project managers for the WES were Messrs. Norman R.
Francingues, Jr., and Daniel E. Averett.

The study was conducted and the report prepared by Mr. Allen M. Teeter,
Hydraulics Laboratory (HL), WES. Mr. Walter Pankow assisted in the prepara-
tion of the report. Mr. Howard Benson of the Estuarine Processes Branch
(HE-P) supervised the execution of the field data collection. Messrs. Joseph
W. Parman, Larry G. Caviness, Samuel E. Varnell, Billy G. Moore, and James T.
Hilbun of the HE-P collected data in the field. Mr. Caviness performed labo-
ratory experiments on deposition and erosion. Dr. Bufu Yu conducted the nu-
merical estuarine modeling under the terms of an Intergovernmental Personnel
Act agreement with Johns Hopkins University. The report was edited by
Ms. Jessica S. Ruff of the WES Information Technology Laboratory.

The study was conducted during the period February 1986 to July 1987
under the general supervision of Messrs. Frank A. Herrmann, Chief, HL;
Richard A. Sager, Assistant Chief, HL; William H. McAnally, Jr., Chief,
Estuaries Division; and George M. Fisackerly, Chief, HE-P.

COL Dwayne G. Lee, EN, was Commander and Director of WES. Dr. Robert W.
Whalin was the Technical Director.
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CONVERSION FACTORS, NON-SI TO SI (METRIC)
UNITS OF MEASUREMENT

Non-S5I units of measurement used in this report can be converted to SI

(metric) units as follows:

Multiply By ‘ To Obtain
cubic yards 0.7645549 cubic metres
feet 0.3048 metres
horsepower (550 foot-pounds

(force) per second) 745.6999 watts
yards 0.9144 metres
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